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easily traced.  See Open Records Decision No. 224 (1979) (finding student’s handwritten
comments protected under FERPA because they make identity of student easily traceable through
handwriting, style of expression, or particular incidents related).  In Open Records Decision No.
634 (1995), this office concluded that (1) an educational agency or institution may withhold from
public disclosure information that is protected by FERPA and excepted from required public
disclosure by sections 552.026 and 552.101 without the necessity of requesting an attorney general
decision as to those exceptions, and (2) an educational agency or institution that is state-funded
may withhold from public disclosure information that is excepted from required public disclosure
by section 552.114 as a “student record,” insofar as the “student record” is protected by FERPA,
without the necessity of requesting an attorney general decision as to that exception. 

However, because you have submitted the video to this office for a decision, we have reviewed
it and agree that it is made confidential under section 552.114 and FERPA.  The requestor in this
instance is not among the individuals or entities authorized by section 1232g(b) to receive this
information.  See 20 U.S.C. § 1232g(b)(1) (listing individuals and entities to whom release of
education records is authorized).  Furthermore, you also have not informed us that the requestor
has provided the district with written authorization from any student’s parent or legal guardian in
compliance with section 1232g(b)(2).  See 20 U.S.C. § 1232g(b)(2) (prescribing elements of
proper written authorization by student’s parent or legal guardian).  We therefore conclude that the
district must withhold the submitted video in its entirety pursuant to section 552.114 and FERPA.

This letter ruling is limited to the particular records at issue in this request and limited to the facts
as presented to us; therefore, this ruling must not be relied upon as a previous determination
regarding any other records or any other circumstances.

This ruling triggers important deadlines regarding the rights and responsibilities of the governmental
body and of the requestor.  For example, governmental bodies are prohibited from asking the
attorney general to reconsider this ruling.  Gov’t Code § 552.301(f).  If the governmental body
wants to challenge this ruling, the governmental body must appeal by filing suit in Travis County
within 30 calendar days.  Id. § 552.324(b).  In order to get the full benefit of such an appeal, the
governmental body must file suit within 10 calendar days. Id. § 552.353(b)(3), (c).  If the
governmental body does not appeal this ruling and the governmental body does not comply with
it, then both the requestor and the attorney general have the right to file suit against the
governmental body to enforce this ruling.  Id. § 552.321(a).

If this ruling requires the governmental body to release all or part of the requested information, the
governmental body is responsible for taking the next step.  Based on the statute, the attorney
general expects that, within 10 calendar days of this ruling, the governmental body will do one of
the following three things: 1) release the public records; 2) notify the requestor of the exact day,
time, and place that copies of the records will be provided or that the records can be inspected;
or 3) notify the requestor of the governmental body’s intent to challenge this letter ruling in court.
If the governmental body fails to do one of these three things within 10 calendar days of this ruling,






